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Week? 

Interface  between  Regulation  and  Competition:  Standardization 


Kenneth  W.  Dam  and  Herbert  S.  Lin,  “Chapter  M:  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards”  in  Cryptography's  Role  in  Securing  the  Information 
Society  (Computer  Science  and  Telecommunications  Board,  1996)  p.  485-488  1 

Joseph  Farrell  &  Garth  Saloner,  "Competition,  Compatibility  and  Standards,"  in  Product 
Standardization  and  Competitive  Strategy,  ed.  H.  Landis  Gable  (Amsterdam:  Elsevier 
Science  Publishers  B.V.,  1987)  8 

Stanley  Besen  &  Joseph  Farrell,  "Choosing  How  to  Compete:  Strategies  and  Tactics  in 
Standardization"  (1994)  Journal  of  Economic  Perspectives,  Volume  8(2),  p  117-131 

10 


Weeks 

Antitrust:  Economic  Efficiency  and  Canadian  Policy 


M.  Trebilcock  et  ah,  “Chapter  2:  Basic  Economic  Concepts  in  Competition  Policy”  in 
The  Laws  and  Economics  Of  Canadian  Competition  Policy  (University  of  Toronto  Press, 
2001) p  37-85  25 

K.  L.  Kay,  “Chapter  6:  Fundamentals,  Section  B  Fundamentals  of  Criminal  Anti- 
Competitive  Conduct”,  in  Papers  on  the  Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law 
Section  (Annual  Fall  Conference  on  Competition  Law,  2000)  p  231-249  50 

A.  F.  Fanaki,  “Chapter  6:  Fundamentals,  Section  C  Reviewable  Matters  Under  the 
Competition  Act”  in  Papers  on  the  Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law  Section 
(Annual  Fall  Conference  on  Competition  Law,  2000)  p  249-275  59 

T.  Cororan,  “Chapter  10:  Monopoly  is  Bad.  Can  Tmst  busting  Be  Worse?  Section  A 
Competition  Policy:  Economics  or  Ideology?  in  Papers  on  the  Canadian  Bar  Association 
Competition  Law  Section  (Annual  Fall  Conference  On  Competition  Law,  2000)  p  459- 
464  73 


Week  9 

Antitrust  in  the  High  Technology'  Industries 


Mario  Monti,  “Competition  in  the  New  Economy”  (10th  International  Conference  on 
Competition  Bundeskartellamt  Berlin  ,  21  May  2001),  online:  Europa 
http://europa.eu.int/rapid/start/cgi/guesten.ksh?p_action.gettxt=gt&doc=SPEECH/01/232| 
01RAPID&lg=EN  77 

Richard  A.  Posner,  “Antitrust  in  the  New  Economy”  (2001)  68  Antitrust  L.  J.  925 

85 

M.  Trebilcock  et  ah,  “Chapter  1 1  Regulated  Industries  in  Network  Industries”  in  The 
Laws  and  Economics  Of  Canadian  Competition  Policy  (University  of  Toronto  Press, 
2001)  p  704-735  97 

David  A.  Balto  &  James  F.  Mongoven,  “Antitrust  Remedies  in  High  Technology 
Industries”  (2002)  708  PLI/Pat  113  114 


Case  study:  Competition  Policy  applied  to  the  Telecommunications  Industr>^ 

S.  Handa,  “Chapter  15:  Competition  Law”  in  Communications  law  in  Canada 
(Looseleaf  Markham,  Ont.:  Butterworths,  2000)  132 

Iain  C.  Scott,  “The  Rise  of  Competition  Law?”  Breaking  the  Mould:  Reconceiving 
Telecommunications  Regulation,  University  of  Toronto,  Fev.  17-18,  2000  150 

D.  C.  Kidd  &  D.  Kolinsky,  “Chapter  7:  Microsoft  &  Beyond:  Competition  Analysis  in 
Rapidly  Changing  Industries,  Section  B  The  CRTC  and  the  Competition  Bureau:  Who’s 
In  Charge?”  in  Papers  on  the  Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law  Section, 
(Annual  Fall  Conference  On  Competition  Law,  2000)  p  351-359  173 

Michael  Kende,  “The  Digital  Handshake:  Connecting  Internet  Backbones”  (Office  of 
Plans  and  Policy,  Federal  Communications  Commission  Washington  DC  20554, 
September  2000), 

Online:  F.C.C.  <  http://www.fcc.gov/Bureaus/OPP/working_papers/oppwp32.pdf> 

178 


MCI  and  WorldCom  Merger 


Federal  Communication  Commission,  “FCC  Approves  Merger  of  WorldCom  and  MCI”, 
online:  F.C.C. 

<http://www.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Common_Carrier/News_Releases/1998/nrcc8061.html> 

226 

“Justice  Department  Clears  WorldCom/MCI  Merger  After  MCI  Agrees  to  Sell  its 

Internet  Business,  “  July  15,  1998  (DOJ  MCI  WorldCom  Press  Release), 

online:  http://www.usdoj.gov/opa/pr/1998/July/329at.html  228 

“Commission  Clears  WorldCom  and  MCI  Merger  Subject  to  Conditions”  July  8,  1998 
(European  Commission  Press  Release), 

online:  Eurunion  http://www.eurunion.org/news/press/1998-3/pr67-98.htm  230 

Application  of  WorldCom,  inc.  And  MCI  Communications  Corporation  for  Transfer  of 
Control  of  MCI  Communications  Corporation  to  WorldCom,  Inc.,  CC  Docket  No.  97- 
211,  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  13  FCC  Red  18025,  18113-18115,  paras.  1-7  and 
142-156  (1998)  (MCI  WorldCom  Order), 

online:  FCC  <http://www.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Common_Carrier/Orders/1998/fcc98225.txt> 

232 


MCI/WorldCom  and  Sprint  Merger 

“Justice  Department  Sues  To  Block  WorldCom’s  Acquisition  Of  Sprint”  June  27,  2000, 
(Department  of  Justice  Press  Release), 

online:  USDOJ  <http://www.usdoj.gov/opa/pr/2000/June/368at.htm>  249 

“European  Commission  Prohibits  Merger  Between  MCI  WorldCom  and  Sprint”,  June  28, 
2000  (European  Commission  Press  Release), 

online:  Eurunion  http://www.eurunion.org/news/press/2000/2000034.htm  252 


Case  study:  Competition  Policy  applied  to  the  Heath  Care  system 

C.  Flood,  “Chapter  6:  The  Problems  of  Monopoly  Supply”  in  C.M.  Flood,  International 
Health  Care  reform:  A  Legal,  Economic  and  Political  Analysis  (Routledge:  London, 
2000)  254 


Week  10 

Antitrust  and  Intellectual  Property 


M.  Trebilcock  et  al.,  “Chapter  9:  Competition  Policy  and  Intellectual  Property  Rights”  in 
The  Laws  and  Economics  Of  Canadian  Competition  Policy  (University  of  Toronto  Press, 
2001)  p  574-639  270 

Robert  Pitofsky,  “Antitrust  and  Intellectual  Property:  Unresolved  Issues  at  the  Heart  of 
the  New  Economy”  (2001)  16  Berkeley  Tech.  L.J.  535  304 

Gary  L.  Roberts  and  Jonathan  D.  Putnam,  “  Chapter  5:  IP  and  Competition  Law,  Section 
A:  Allegations  of  Harmony  between  IP  and  Competition  Policies:  In  Search  of  the  Lost 
Chord”  in  Papers  on  The  Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law  Section  (Annual 
Fall  Conference  on  Competition  Law,  1999)  p  313-323  324 

“Chapter  12:  Roundtable  Discussion  on  Competition  Policy,  Intellectual  Property  and 
Innovation  Markets”  and  “Chapter  13:  Summary  and  Conclusions”  in  N.T.Gallini  and  R. 
Anderson,  eds..  Competition  Policy  and  Intellectual  property  Rights  in  the  Knowledge- 
Based  Economy  (Calgary:  University  of  Calgary  Press,  1998)  336 


Week  11 

Antitrust  and  Litigation 
Case  study:  Microsoft 

Nicholas  E  conomides,  “  U nited  S  tates  v .  M  icrosoft:  M  icrosoft  case  and  the  Antitrust 
failure” 

Online:  Stem  <http://raven.stem.nyu.edu/networks/UWLA.pdT>  349 

Stan  Liebowitz  and  Stephen  E.  Margo lis,  “Chapter  6:  Network  Effects  and  the  Microsoft 
Case”  in  Dynamic  Competition  and  Public  Policy:  Technology,  Innovation,  and  Antitmst 
Issues,  Cambridge  University  Press,  2000  391 

Max  Schanzenbach,  “Network  Effects  and  Antitrust  Law:  Predation,  Affirmative 
Defenses,  and  the  Case  of  U.S.  v.  Microsoft”  (2002)  Stanford  Tech.  L.  Rev.  409 

Optional  readings 

U.S.  V.  Microsoft  Corp.,  253  F  3d  34  (2001) 

“Chapter  8:  Network  Industries,  Competition  Policy  Rights,  Intellectual  Property  and 
Competition  Policy”  in  N.T.Gallini  and  R.  Anderson,  eds..  Competition  Policy  and 
Intellectual p roperty  R  ights  in  the  K nowledge-Based E conomy  ( Calgary:  U niversity  of 
Calgary  Press,  1998) 


Week  12 

International  Regulatory  Framework 

High  Technology  Industries  and  the  W.T.O. 

Mark  Naftel,  “Chapter  5:  The  WTO  and  the  Reference  Paper:  An  Ostensible  Blueprint 
for  entry”  in  the  Telecom  Trade  War:  the  United  States,  the  European  Union  and  the 
World  Trade  Organisation  (Oxford,  Portland,  Or.:  Hart,  2000)  p  91-1 19  442 

Hudson  Janisch,  “International  Influences  on  Communications  Policy  in  Canada”  in  Orr 
&  Wilson  (eds,).  The  Electronic  Village,  Policy  Issues  of  the  Information  Economy, 
Toronto:  C.D.  Howe  Institute,  1998,  59-89  457 

Case  study:  The  Pharmaceutical  Industry 

W.T.O. ,  “Setting  Disputes,  the  WTO’s  most  individual  contribution”, 

online:  W.T.O.  <http://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/tif_e/disp l_e.htm> 

488 


W.T.O. ,  “Setting  Disputes,  the  Panel  process”, 

online:  W.T.O.  <  http://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/tif_e/disp2_e.htm> 

493 

Canada-Patent  Protection  of  Pharmaceutical  Products-Complaint  by  the  European 
Communities  and  their  Member  States-Report  of  the  Panel  WT/DS  (17  March  2000), 
online:  W.T.O. 

http://www.wto.Org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/dispu_status_e.htm#2000  494 


The  Airline  Industry  and  Bilateral  Agreement 

Rigas  Doganis,  “Chapter  2:  Towards  open  skies”  and  “chapter  3:  Beyond  Open  Skies” 
and  “Chapter  4  Alliances  A  Response  to  Uncertainty  or  an  Economic  Necessity?”  p  95- 
100,  in  the  Airline  Business  in  the  2P^  Century  (London  ;  New  York  :  Routledge,  2001) 

532 


Convergence  and  Competition 

Gates,  “Chapter  16:  Convergence  and  Competition:  Technological  Change,  Industry 
Concentration  and  Competition  Policy  in  the  Telecommunications  Sector”,  in  Papers  on 
the  Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law  Section  (Annual  Fall  Conference  On 
Competition  Law,  2000)  p  685-723  549 


International  Competition  Law 


B.  Facey  and  al,  “Chapter  5:  ICPAC  Report  (International  Competition  &  Trade  Law 
Committee)  Section  B  Trade  and  Competition:  ICPAC  and  the  Road  Not  Taken”  in 
Papers  on  the  Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law  Section  (Annual  Fall 
Conference  On  Competition  Law,  2000)  p  169-179  568 

A.  N.  Campbell  and  al.,  “Chapter  5:  ICPAC  Report  (International  Competition  &  Trade 
Law  Committee)  Section  C  Streamlining  International  Merger  Control”  in  Papers  on  the 
Canadian  Bar  Association  Competition  Law  Section  (Aimual  Fall  Conference  On 
Competition  Law,  2000)  p  179-201  572 

Mario  Monti,  “The  EU  Views  on  Global  Competition”  (Forum  ABA  meetings 
Washigton,  29  March  2001),  online:  Europa 

http ://  europa.  eu.int/rapid/start/cgi/guesten.ksh?p_action.  gettxt=gt&doc=SPEECH/0 1  /1 47 1 
0|RAPID&lg=EN  584 

Optional  readings: 

Simon  J.  Evenett  et  al..  Antitrust  Goes  Global:  What  Future  for  transatlantic 
Cooperation  (Washington:  Brooking  Institution  Press,  2000) 


